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REMARKS-General 

Generally, the ofBce action of 12/14/2005 recapitulates the exact same arguments as in the office 
action of 4/22/2005, with an additional reference to Kahn appended to each base claim (pg 4, 
par2; pg 7, par 2; pg 10, par 2; of OA 12/14/2005) supposedly "rendering moot" all previous 
response arguments (pg 1 1, "Response to Arguments")- However, those arguments in the 
response of 9/22/2005 that are addressed to deficiencies in the citations of van Huben '201 and 
Lawman '672, cannot be mooted by simply adding a new reference and therefore remain valid 
and unanswered arguments. (See response of September 22, 2005, "Regarding claim" 1, 3, 7, 8, 
9, 1 1, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16). An individual argument or allowance to each of these response 
arguments is expected. 

Several of the rejections lack citations and despite repeated challenges, they have not been 
forthcoming. It must be presumed that the challenges are therefore correct and the claims should 
be allowed, (e.g., pg. 1 1 of the December 14, 2005 OflRce Action: "As per claim 16, van Huben 
discloses. ..", identical to previous OA, the response to which stated that it was apparently in 
error.) 

With respect to the addition of Kahn, the latest amendments' reference to proxy compatibility 
(Amendment F, amendments la, 10a and 15a) has apparently been ignored. Kahn teaches a 
broad topic of communicating processes via a network, including the Internet, but does not 
address the issue of proxy/firewall compatibility. The most recent amendments were intended to 
make a bright-line distinction with the prior art as regards CAD and any form of non-HTTP-type 
communications mechanism, but this has been overlooked. It has consistently been acknowledge 
that CAD has existed over the internet more than a fiill decade preceding the present invention 
and Kahn also falls within the acknowledged prior art, but that art can be and is clearly 
distinguished from the claims of the present invention. Kahn does not reference communicating 
by the HTTP or HTTPS protocols, for example. 
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General arguments of nonobviousness have also been lacking in response. The electronics 
industry is large and dynamic, if the present invention were truly obvious examples would have 
existed prior to the public demonstration of this present invention, nearly a year prior to the filing 
of the provisional, a year prior to regular application. The subject matter even after this point 
was considered nonobvious, (e.g., 6,530,065, MacDonald, et al) 


